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Chairman Gene Bavis, Chairman called the regular meeting of the Planning Board to order at 
7:34 P.M.  Members present were Chairman Gene Bavis, Elaine Leasure, Rick Johnson, Deb 
Amsler, Karel Ambroz and Marlene Hall (alternate). Also present was Phil Williamson, Code 
Enforcement Officer, Norm Druschel, Building Inspector, Brendan Bystrak,Town Engineer 
(LaBella Associates) and Suzi Mance, Planning Board Liaison.   
 
Deb Amsler made a motion, seconded by Rick Johnson to approve the minutes of September 8, 
2014 as written: 
 
Roll Vote: Chairman Bavis  Aye 

Rick Johnson  Aye 
  Elaine Leasure  Abstained 
  Deb Amsler   Aye 
  Karel Ambroz  Abstained 
   
Motion carried. 
 

1. Concept discussion of John Skvorak to subdivide 27.7 acres of land from a total 
acreage of 30.45 located at 3895 Ontario Center Road.  Property is zoned: R- 
Residential. 

 
John Skvorak provided a rough sketch of the property, showing how he intends to subdivide the 
property.  The 2-lot subdivision of 30.45 acres would result in two separate parcels.  The 27.7 
acres is primarily a wooded area with some wetlands.  The remaining 2.75 acres is vacant land 
with an existing 60 ft. right of way (flag lot) onto Ontario Center Road.  
 
Karel Ambroz questioned if there were any plans to further subdivide the 2.75 acres.  Mr. 
Skovorak said that there were no definite plans at this time; but there are potentially two lots.  
If the 2.75 acres were to be subdivided into two lots in the future; there would need to be access 
to Ontario Center Road for both parcels. A brief discussion ensued about an easement or 
common drive.  Mr. Skvorak will seek legal advice.   
 
The Planning Board concurred that they had no problem with the 2-lot subdivision.  The next step 
would be to submit a formal application and survey map.   
 

2. Concept discussion of Dennis O’Brien to subdivide 10.6 acres into two parcels 
located at 4445 County Line Road.  Property is zoned:  RR-1 – Rural Residential. 

 
Dennis O’Brien, owner of the parcel was present to discuss the subdivision.  Mr. O’Brien said that 
he would like to subdivide 10.6 acres and sell approximately 4 acres to a friend to build a house. 
Mr. O’Brien would retain the remaining 6 acres.  Dennis O’Brien resides on the adjoining parcel 
(4463 County Line Road) and both houses would share a common driveway.   
 
The Board members were concerned that the subdivision would create a landlocked parcel.  
Discussion ensued.   
 
Phil Williamson explained that there would need to be an easement in place granting access to 
the road.  The easement would be a legal document that would be agreed upon by the attorneys 
for both the buyer and the seller. 
 
Phil Williamson referred to Town Code Section §180-24 Access to structures that states: 
  

“Every building hereafter erected or moved shall be on a lot bordering on a public street or 
with access to an approved private street, and all structures shall be so located on lots as to 
provide safe and convenient access for servicing, fire protection and required off-street 
parking.” 

 
Karel Ambroz suggested contacting the Town Attorney prior to making any decision on the 
subdivision.    

 

3. Concept discussion of Dennis Gifford & Janet Zimmer (Hillside Equestrian) located 
at 1624 Route 441 to subdivide 42 acres from a total of approximately 62.56 acres.  
Property is zoned:  R – Residential.  
 

There was no one present for the concept discussion. 
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4. Application of 3655 High Street, LLC, for Preliminary and Final Site Plan Approval 
and Special Use Permit for a proposed 52-unit apartment building to be called 
Walworth Village Apartments located at 3655 High Street.   Property is zoned:  
Hamlet (Public Hearing). 

 
Chairman Bavis stated that he owns property that adjoins the site, so he recused himself and 
stepped off the dais.  Elaine Leasure, Vice Chair took Bavis’ place as chair.   Marlene Hall, 
Planning Board alternate joined the others to complete the five member board. 
 
The Board was in receipt of a Property Development Plan prepared by Carpenter Consulting 
Group, 17 Industrial Street, Rochester NY  14604, dated September 8, 2014.  The Plan included 
a Site Plan, Utility and Grading Plan, Lighting and Landscape Plan and Detail Sheet.   
 
Chairperson Elaine Leasure began by inviting Don Carpenter, engineer for the applicant to give a 
presentation of the project.   
 
The 2.05 acre property is located at 3655 High Street at the southwest intersection of Academy 
and High Streets and is zoned ‘Hamlet’.  It was formerly a school, first Walworth Academy and 
later Walworth High School.  More recently, with renovations made to the high school, the site 
was home to a 26-unit apartment building.  Earlier this year, the building on the site was 
demolished and rubble remains. 
 
The owner of the property, Alex Tamoutselis (3655 High Street, LLC) is seeking an area variance, 
site plan approval and special use approval in an effort to develop the property into a two-story, 
52-unit one-bedroom apartment building.   
 
The site plan calls for on-site parking with 86 spaces.  Town Code requires a minimum of 78 
spaces (1½ space per rental unit).   
 
The one-bedroom market rate apartments will be marketed toward an older population of age 55 
and up.  
 
Don Carpenter said that if they were to use the existing front setback a variance would be 
needed.   After the Code Enforcement Officer and Building Inspector reviewed the structures 
nearby; an adjustment of the front setbacks (16.4 ft. on Academy Street and a 24 ft. on High 
Street) would not require a variance according to Town Code.   
 
The proposed storm water facility will have to comply with storm water regulations.   
 
Brendan Bystrak, LaBella Associates (Town Engineer) reviewed the Special Use Permit and Site 
Plan application and in a letter to the Planning Board dated October 14, 2013 offered a summary 
of their findings. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   
         Continued on next page  
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Don Carpenter responded to several of the comments in the letter: 
 
The row of trees on the western boundary is on the neighbor’s property.  One sugar maple on the 
applicant’s property that has been invaded with poison ivy will be removed.  Additional screening, 
possible a fence along the western boundary, is also being considered. 
 
In response to the concern about snow storage; since there are 86 spaces proposed (and only 78 
spaces per code required) several of the extra spaces could be designated as a snow storage 
area.   
 
The parking layout may be revised to incorporate a larger turning radius for emergency vehicles 
per suggestions by the Walworth Fire Department. 
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Don Carpenter said that they are open to suggestions regarding lighting;  to strike a balance 
between lights shining too brightly on neighboring properties and having a safely lit building and 
parking area.  Shorter poles are a possibility.  
 
The water main in proximity to the site is owned by the Town of Walworth and maintained by the 
Wayne County Water Authority and the engineer does not have any concerns with water 
capacity.  The Town of Walworth owns and operates the sanitary sewer system servicing the site 
and is adequate for the proposed building.   
 
Concerning the density issue, Mr. Carpenter said that the former apartment building had 26 units, 
but had 32 bedrooms.   The developer is proposing 52 single-bedroom units (two stories) to make 
this project economically feasible.   
 
Chairperson Leasure invited the Board to voice their concerns. 
 
Karel Ambroz said the under Part 1 of SEQR, question #8, he disagrees that the increase in 
traffic is not substantial.   
 
Elaine Leasure said she was concerned about the lighting.  Although most of the foliage will 
remain on the western boundary, she would like to see something done for the people to the east. 
She also questioned why he is considering only one-bedroom units, saying that she would want 
at least two bedrooms, as she had accumulated so much through the years. Alex Tamoutselis 
said that many in the 50 and older age group want to downsize and leave the maintenance of 
homeownership behind.  There will be several options on the size of the units, 750, 800 and 900 
sq. ft.  
  
Rick Johnson said that as a member of that community he has concerns about lighting and traffic.  
He walks in the area and 12 cars per hour is a significant increase. There are small children in the 
area, school buses and children playing in the summertime and he said he has serious 
reservations about the traffic calculation.    
 
Alex Tamoutselis wanted to note that this location was a former school and later apartments.  The 
area is zoned ‘Hamlet’ which is an allowed use.  He said that he would assume that as a school 
there was more vehicle traffic than an apartment will generate. 
 
Chairperson Leasure said that the following petition was received and signed by 42 residents: 
 
Resident Petition Regarding:  Development of 3755 High Street, Walworth, New York 14568 
 
The undersigned citizens are opposing the variance applied for at the Town of Walworth as listed 
below, for the intent of building a 52-unit apartment complex including 86 parking spaces covering 
92.6% of the 2-acre lot with building and parking structures. 
 

 Relief from the minimum front setback (Town Code Section § 180-13(K)(1)) 

 Minimum lot size per dwelling unit (Town Code Section § 180-13(I)(3) 
 
Based on the current traffic patterns, town infrastructure and housing density, it is the desire of 
those signed below to maintain the current Hamlet setting and only allow single or dual family 
dwellings to be constructed within the neighborhood.  
 
Chairperson Leasure then asked for a motion for the PB to declare its intent to serve as Lead 
Agency on this project. 
 
Karel Ambroz made the following motion, seconded by Rick Johnson: 
 
I move, that the Planning Board declare its intent to serve as Lead Agency on the Walworth 
Apartment Project. 
 
 Roll Vote: Rick Johnson  Aye 

Elaine Leasure  Aye 
Marlene Hall  Aye 

  Deb Amsler   Aye 
  Karel Ambroz  Aye  
   
Motion carried. 
 
Chairperson Leasure asked for a motion regarding to ask the Clerk to the Board to notify the 
Zoning Board of Appeal about the intent of the PB to be declared Lead Agency and that the 
November 10, 2014 meeting will be a joint session by the Planning and Zoning Boards 
specifically to consider SEQR (part 2).   
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Rick Johnson, made the following motion, seconded by Deb Amsler:    
 
I move, for the Clerk to the Board to notify the Zoning Board of Appeals about the intent of the 
Planning Board to be declared Lead Agency and that the November 10, 2014 meeting will be a 
joint session by the Planning and Zoning Boards specifically to consider SEQR.   
 
Roll Vote: Rick Johnson  Aye 

Elaine Leasure  Aye 
Marlene Hall  Aye 

  Deb Amsler   Aye 
  Karel Ambroz  Aye  
   
Motion carried. 
 
Chairperson Leasure opened the public hearing. 
 
Chairperson Leasure invited the public to comment on the application.  Elaine Leasure requested 
that those who wanted to give a statement to step to the podium and give their name and  
address.  Questions should be addressed to the Board and not to the applicant or engineer.  
Comments should be limited to three minutes to give everyone an opportunity to speak.   
 
Colleen Siracuse, 3664 Walworth-Palmyra Road  
 
Colleen Siracuse said the state guidelines for Planning and Zoning in seeking a variance must 
consider both the benefit to the applicant as well as the detriment to the health, safety, general 
welfare of the neighborhood or the community that would occur as a result of the variance being 
granted.    
 
Colleen Siracuse read a definition of neighborhood and what qualities contribute to strong sense 
of community.  She said that purchasing a home is one of the largest financial commitments that 
a family will make.  Homeowners are also interested in the school their children will attend, the 
surrounding areas and the roads they will travel.  Neighborhoods are not just a collection of 
houses, but contribute to a sense of partnership, leadership and civil involvement.  A community 
is only as strong and sustainable as its neighborhood. 
 
The areas that need to be considered in seeking a variance are 
 

 Will an undesirable change be produced in the character of the neighborhood? 
With the previous apartment building there was an increase in crime, noise and issues 
with lighting. 

 Can the benefit to the applicant be achieved in any other way? 
There could be consideration of other development on the property that would not be a 
52-unit apartment complex. 

 Is the variance substantial? 
Minimum lots size would be less than ½ of Town Code requirement 

 Will the proposed variance have an adverse effect or impact on the physical or 
environmental conditions in the neighborhood? 
Traffic, noise and volunteer emergency response are concerns. 
 

She also said that the trees on the western side are deciduous and would not provide much of a 
visual barrier during the months the leaves are off the trees. 
 
Scott Duval, 3647 Walworth-Palmyra Road 
 
Scott Duval expressed a concern about the increase of population in the neighborhood and ability 
of the roads which are only 1½ car width to handle the increased traffic.  He said that the 12 car 
increase in traffic during the peak hours was “unrealistic”.   
 
He asked if there was a business plan.  If the project is not sustainable it could just end up a 
vacant building like in the past.  
 
There is the concern that the apartments could become Section 8 or low income if the owner 
failed to rent all the units to the retirement community of 55 years and up.   
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Luke Render – 2240 Main Street  
 
Mr. Render said that he lives next to the property and feels that the project is “foolish” and none 
of the previous owners of the property made any money on the apartments and doubted that this 
project would make money either.  He stated that there appears to be a “short memory” about the 
previous problems….a murder, a child hit on Main Street, broken glass in the parking lot, 
prostitution.  He apologized for his demeanor, but said that he was upset.   
 
Stanley Weller, High Street 
 
Stan Weller stated that as a member of the target group of 55 and older, he asks “What would 
entice me to move there?”  He expressed concern about the lack of green space.  When I look 
out the window what will I see; a parking lot, asphalt, parked cars?     
 
Inside, is there a community room, a nutrition site where I can eat with other people? 
 
Outside, as a nature lover, is there enough room for a garden, flowers, birdhouses, perhaps a 
gazebo or fountain (something therapeutic)?  Is there room to walk around, paths for a wheel 
chair?  
 
Is there something besides looking at two walls, boredom?  “If I were to live there, I want life 
around me”.   
 
Lynn Howard, 3640 Main Street 
 
Lynn Howard said that she came before the Town some time ago when the Town was 
considering selling the basketball/tennis courts and now they are once again considering selling 
the property.   
 
She said that her children are now almost grown, but they spent many hours playing and riding 
bikes on the property.  Now, there seems to be many younger children in the neighborhood riding 
bikes and playing basketball on the courts and she hates to see the community lose that.  Where 
will the children safely ride their bikes?  It is not safe to ride to Ginagaw Park, especially having to 
go in front of the Tops market parking lot and Sherburne Road is too far.   
 
Also, if there is an apartment there, some of the residents may want to play tennis or basketball 
and enjoy watching children playing and living life. 
 
Santo Pecora, 2247 Center Street   
 
Santo Pecora questioned where he would play basketball, ride his bike and skateboard if the 
basketball/tennis court was sold.  There would no longer be a safe place to ride his bike. 
 
James Eastham, 3680 High Street 
 
James Eastham said that he has a special needs child and has concerns about her safety with 
the increase in traffic. 
 
Robert Thon, 3648 Main Street 
 
Robert Thon said that the previous apartment building were a sore spot in the neighborhood.  
Every night you look out your window and see drug activity happening.   He would rather see the 
property used for four private residential homes.  Home owners would have more of a vested 
interest in the community.   
 
David Lynch, 2129 Walworth-Penfield Road  
 
David Lynch said that he felt that the entire project is under thought.  He expressed concerns 
about the density (52 apts. on two acres).  He stated that the whole plan is under thought and 
would not necessarily appeal to seniors.  Many would want at least a two bedroom apartment, to 
have additional room to be used as an activity center.  The proposal does not indicate that the 
apartments were handicap accessible.  There is a lack of green space outside and no solarium 
inside that would draw people together.    To build a 2-story building just for financial reasons, “to 
get a buck out of it” does not seem reasonable.    
 
Increased traffic is also a huge concern.  He disagreed that an increase of 12 cars per hour at 
peak times is not an issue.  Mr. Lynch mentioned that the projected increase in traffic with the 
Tops Market is 200 cars a day; and the new apartment will make the traffic situation even worse.  
The sight distance from High Street onto Walworth-Marion Road is poor at best. High Street is not 
a full two lane with curbs and that is also a concern.   
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Mr. Lynch stated that the project needs to be rethought and suggested reducing the number of 
units and considering a smaller, more livable project that would be enjoyed by the residents and 
the entire community. He suggested increasing the green space, both inside (solarium) and out.   
He said that he would ask that no action is taken until any new changes to the site plan are 
brought back to the public.   
 
Linda Pecora, 2240 Center Street 
 
She said that she does not think this proposal is keeping with the character of the neighborhood 
or in the best interest of the neighborhood.  It is a quiet, family neighborhood.  She expressed that 
she did not think that a 52-unit apartment (or even 26 apartments) would attract middle income or 
elderly people.  More likely it would attract a lower income population that could result in many of 
the same problems as in the past.  She would like to see an apartment building with elevators on 
both sides, a community area and all the things that others have suggested that would make it 
attractive to seniors; or single-family homes, certainly not what is proposed.     
 
Patrick Schmitt, 3705 High Street  
 
Patrick Schmitt said that his biggest concern was the traffic.  Now when he pulls out of his 
driveway between 7:00 am and 8:30 am, he never has to wait for another car.  An increase of 12 
cars per hour during peak times is an increase of over 100%.  This increase in traffic could deter 
his family from staying in that community.  It will no longer be safe for his young daughter to ride 
her tricycle with him following behind her, as there are no sidewalks in the neighborhood.   
 
Frank Skrotzki, 3574 Wal-Palmyra Road  
 
Frank Skrotzki stated that the previous apartment building had approximately 45 parking spaces 
and this proposal calls for almost double the number of parking spaces.  He questioned where 
four sets of dumpsters would be located?  Would they need to take away parking space to 
accommodate the dumpsters?   He also was concerned about the additional traffic and whether 
the existing road can handle the garbage trucks and buses.   
 
He said that the applicant needs to seriously rethink who they are marketing to.  His mother is 70 
years old and would not move into a single bedroom apartment.  
 
Fred Fortune, 3712 High Street  
 
Fred Fortune said that when he pulls onto Walworth-Marion Road from High Street he has to wait 
2 to 3 minutes and an increase in traffic will make the wait even longer.    He said that school 
buses currently are not allowed to pull onto Walworth-Marion because of the danger.   With the 
increase in traffic he fears there could be more accidents.   
 
Daniel  Wildey, 3652 High Street 
 
Daniel Wildey said that he is an engineer and would like to see more firm numbers.  The 
application seems more like a proposal with “hopes, dreams and wishes” rather than an 
application that addresses the real impact such a project will have.  We need to know how much 
snow is going to build up, how much light will be shining onto neighborhood homes, what is the 
effect of the traffic, what is the effect on the sewer and water lines.  At this point, I think we have 
gone too far without really understanding the impact on the neighborhood and community as a 
whole.   
 
Daniel Wildey expressed a concern about the variances. The previous building already had a 
variance and now an additional variance on top of the original is being requested.   
 
He also felt that renters will not have the same interest in the community that homeowners have.  
Without having any tax requirements or school requirements it will change the dynamics of the 
neighborhood. 
 
Mable Risley, 2187 Church Street 
 
Mabel Risley said that she had lived in this beautiful town for many years and misses the school.   
She said that single family homes would be more fitting with the character of the neighborhood 
and two single-family houses would look nice on the property.  There would be plenty of space 
and there wouldn’t be the car problem.   
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Judy Markowski, 4403 Cream Ridge Road 
 
Judy Markowski said that unless there is something legal in place stating the apartments are for 
ages 55 and above, it would be open to anybody.  What kind of lease would there be?  How 
many people can stay in them?  Some of these questions have to be answered.  It would be a 
great place for DSS to put folks in.  People need to know that something legal must be in place, 
or the apartments are open to anybody.   
 
Kurt Calkins, 3631 Main Street 
 
Kurt Calkins said that his wife works with the senior population and transportation to shopping 
and doctor appointments is a real need for many seniors who no longer drive.  Not having bus or 
other transportation services available would be a concern.   
 
Isabella Pecora, 2240 Center Street 
 
Isabella said that when she is older, she would not want to live in a small apartment, but have a 
bigger space where you could talk to other people. 
 
Gordy Reid, 3697 High Street 
 
Gordy Reid said that he has lived at his property during the last few projects.  During that time 
there were all kinds of EMS and fire calls to the apartment building, as well as criminal activity in 
the neighborhood.    He said that $3,000 worth of tools was stolen from his garage.  Someone 
went into a neighbor’s home on Main Street, took keys from a purse and stole a van.  He said, “If 
you have a bunch of undesirables move in, we could be in for more trouble.” 
 
Chairperson Leasure asked for a motion to table the public hearing until the next meeting. 
 
Karel Ambroz made a motion, seconded by Rick Johnson to table the public hearing November 
10, 2014.    
 
Roll Vote: Rick Johnson  Aye 

Elaine Leasure  Aye 
Marlene Hall  Aye 

  Deb Amsler   Aye 
  Karel Ambroz  Aye  
   
Motion carried. 
 
Chairperson Leasure asked Don Carpenter to respond to some of the concerns of the residents.  
 
Green space and landscaping - Mr. Carpenter said that additional landscaping could be provided 
along the front of the property and along the drainage facility to the north and he is open to other 
landscaping ideas.   
 
Parking – Mr. Carpenter explained that the target population of 55+ may have downsized to one 
vehicle and some may no longer drive so they may not need all 78 spaces, freeing up some of 
spaces to be used for additional green space.  
 
Traffic – The traffic generation is based on the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip 
Generation Manual and is only an estimate based on statistics for Senior Housing (ages 50+).  
The one-bedroom single apartments are expected to appeal to and draw from the senior market 
comprised largely of retirees who do not have need to exit and leave the property during the 
routine AM and PM peaks.  If employed, they may be part-time workers or not have typical 9 to 5 
jobs.   Mr. Carpenter said that logically the increase in traffic of 12 vehicles per hour during 
peaking times would be on the high side. 
 
Lighting -   The engineer can look further at the lighting to minimize impact to the surrounding 
neighbors (shorter poles and shields, etc.).  There are no guidelines for lighting in the Town 
Code.  The objective is to maintain a safe level of light on the property.   
 
Marketing – A market study was done that indicated that there is a large need for housing for 
empty nesters 55 and up (specifically in Penfield and the surrounding area which Walworth is a 
part).  Mr. Carpenter stressed that the proposal is not without thought and has been fully 
researched. He said that this is not a development company such as United Nursing out of 
Cincinnati, but a small business owner from Rochester who has already invested money and time 
into the project.  It is in his best interest to make sure that this proposal is successful.     
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Chairperson Leasure posed several questions:   
 

 Is there a sidewalk?  There is none proposed.  One could be added but there is no 
existing sidewalk to tie into.  

 Will there be an elevator?  Yes.  

  Is there a community room?  It has been discussed, but it is not a Senor Living or 
Assisted Living facility and one is not proposed at this time, although adding a community 
room could be reconsidered.  Basement storage may be added.   

 Will there be an on-site manager?  There will be a full-time manager during the day. 
 
In response to concerns that the apartments would be subsidized or DSSI, Don Carpenter said 
that this is not the case.  Alex Tamoutselis does not envision that type of project.  He wants a 
“trouble-free environment that is an asset to the community; that is economically feasible”.  
 
Karel Ambroz said that the site plan did not show the turning radius and wanted to be sure there 
was adequate room for fire apparatus.  He also asked if the building would be fully sprinklered 
and was told yes. He expressed concern that the 75 ft. ladder would not reach across the cars to 
the second story of the building.  Fire Marshall, Norm Druschel said this was not required by NYS 
Fire Code.     
 
Marlene Hall commented on reducing the number of parking spaces.   She said that she cannot 
imagine anyone 55 to 70 in the Town of Walworth not having a car and that she felt all the 
parking spaces would be necessary.   Also, if you are marketing to that age group of 55+ and 
cannot fill them up what is your plan then?  Would you rent to someone younger?     
 
Alex Tamoutselis responded that it would rent to 45 and up.   
 
Rick Johnson asked if any changes to the site plan could be made available to the Planning 
Board prior to the November 10th meeting so members would have a chance to review them prior 
to the meeting.  The Engineer responded that they would have the information a week in 
advance. 
 
Lynn Howard spoke up from the floor and said that she had a question.  Chairperson Leasure 
said that she could ask the question to the Board.  If a couple 25 years of age needed a place to 
rent, would they be turned away?  Chairperson Leasure agreed that this was a valid question.  
She asked the engineer, “We have heard, 55 and up, 50 and up and now 45 and I would like 
some clarification.  That may be your target group, but what I’m hearing is that you are not going 
to limit it to that?  Am I correct in this?”    
 
Alex Tamoutselis said that they definitely would not rent to someone 25 years. He also said that 
he does not expect that all the units will be rented the first month.  It may take a year or longer.   
 
Someone spoke from the floor and said that NYS Fair Housing Law requires that unless you 
designate it for 55 and up you cannot legally restrict access to anyone 18 years and older.   
 
Chairperson Leasure said that the public hearing remains open and the residents will have the 
opportunity to comment further at the next meeting when updates and additional information will 
be presented. 
 
Rick Johnson thanked everyone for coming. 
 
Chairperson Leasure asked for a motion to adjourn. 
 
Rick Johnson made a motion, seconded by Deb Amsler to adjourn the meeting.  Motion carried.  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:16 P.M. 
 
 
      Gail Rutkowski, Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
    
 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
      
 
 
 
 


